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am, I expected the body to sup port funding for the
Mexican-American Commission and the Indian Commission as
well. Wrong as I usually am, I was wr o n g a g a i n . We ' r e
looking at a situation where five minutes ago we j u st
appropriated $60,000 for the be es and I t h ink that' s
probably an important cause. I think these commissionsare
as equal, if not greater, an important cause. What we' re
dealing here with is a situation where we' ve got commissions
that have been established for a r eason a little over
13 years ago. Now we cannot fund them s o we say , l et ' s m a k e
sure t h a t we don ' t have this problem anymore. Le t's make
them legitimately go out of existence, let's wipe the:;. off
the books, let's not have to d eal w i t h t h e m a g a i n . I d on ' t
think that's the right way t o d o i t . I d on ' t t h ink i t ' s
fair to say the Commission on the Status of Women is any
more important than th e Co mmission on Indian Affairs,
Commission for the Mexican-Americans. I t h i n k w e ' r e d e a l i n g
with the situation here where it's boiled down to basically
a political struggle, who h a s the political ability to
garner the vote necessary to keep themselves i n e x i s t en c e .
I would urge you to reject the committee amendments. As I
said earlier, I have a kill motion t h at i s f i l ed on t h e
bill. I would like to see us kill the bill ir. its ent i r e t y ,
b ut I t h ink we need t o deal wi t h a l l t hr ee o f t he se
commissions with the term that we' ve wiown very fond to this
session on an equal playing or a fair playing field. I
would urge the body to r eject the committee amendments.

hank you.

S PEAKER ¹ C HOL : Sen a t o r W a r n e r, t hen Sena t o r A b b o u d .

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, members of the Legislature,
LB 1089 was introduced in order to provide the opportunity
to have public hearing to review the, in effect, the
el im i n a t i o n of f un di ng f o r t h ese t h r ee adv oc a c y type
agencies during the 1985 session. I would agree with those
who be l i e v e , as I d o , that the committee amendment ought to
be rejected because as a m atter o f p o l i c y , t he r e i s no
difference between any of them. The position t hat I wou l d
take is that either they all ought to be iunded or they all
ought to be not fund ed because there is n o essential
difference. I have no problem with the concept that the
scope of go ver n ment i s ade q u a t e l y se r ved i f t he y a r e
eliminated. I could make just a go od an a r gu m en t t o
suggest as I' ve said before three, four other agencies to
reflect otner nte rest groups that could also perhaps be
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